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2a) If this request is for an Amendment or Nthdrawal. enter the File Number of the pending application 
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File Number: 

public burden estimate 

An&an Indian or Alaska 

Female: 

II 

Native Hawaiian M Omer Pacific 
Islander: 

[Male: 

L 
Submitted 03/18/2004 
at 0 1 :47PM 

File Number: 

1- . . . . ... , .. . .. .- . - ._ . 
[Zb) File nimbers of rolated pending applications cunenUy on file with the FCC. 

Tvoe of Transaction ~ ~~~~ ~ ~~ ~ ~~ ~ ~~ ,. 
3a) Is this a pro forma assignment of authorization or transfer of control? No 

3b) If the answer to Item 3a is Yes', is this a notification of a pro forma transadion being filed under the Commission's forbearance 
procedures for telecommunications licenses? 

4) For assignment of authorization only, is this a partition andlor disaggregation? 

5a) Does this filing request a waiver ofthe Commission rules? 
If Yes', attach an exhibit providing the rule numbers and explaining circumstances. Yes 

5b) If a feeable waiver request is attached, multiply the number of stations (call signs) times the number of rule 
sections and enter the result. 1 

6) Are attachments being filed with this application? Yes 

7a) Does the transadion that is the subject of this application also involve transfer or assignment of other wireless licenses held by the 
assignor/transferor or affiliates ofthe assignorltransferor(e.g.. parents. subsidiaries. or commonly controlled entities) that are not induded on 
this form and for which Commission approval is required? Yes 

7b) Does the transadion that is the subject ofthis application also involve transfer or assignment of non-wireless licenses that are not 
induded on this form and for which Commission approvai Is required? No 

Transaction Information 
8) How will assignment of authorization or transfer of control be accomplished? Sale or other assignment or transfer of stock 
If required by applicable rule. attach as an exhibit a statement on how contml is to be assigned or transferred, along with wples of any 
pertinent wntrads. agreements. inshments. certified copies of Gmrt Orders. et= 

9) The assignment of authorization or transfer of control of license is: Voluntary 

LicenseelAssignor Information 
I O )  FCC Registration Number (FRN): 0003291192 

12) Entity Name (ii not an individual): AT6T wireless PCS. LLC 

13) Anention To: David C. Jatiow 

14) P.O. Box: 

16) City: Washington 1117) state: DC Ill8) Zip Code: 20036 
19) Telephone Number: (202)223-9222 

21) E-Mail Address: 

11) First Name (if individual): I I M I : l l L a s t  Name: IIsuKa: 

l I A n d I 1 1 5 )  Street Address: ?I50 Connecticut Ave.. NW 4th Floor 

1120) FAX Number: (202)W-9095 
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34) First Name: David I ~ l l L a s t  Name: JaUow IIsuffix: 

35) Company Name: AT8T Wirelau Services. Inc 
36) P.O. Box: 

38) City: Washington 1139) State: DC 1140) Zip Ccde: 20036 

41) Telephone Number: (202)416-6540 

43) E-Mail Address: davld.jatlov@a~.corn 

I I A n d / O r 1 1 3 7 )  Street Address: 11M) ConnecUcul Ave., NW, 4th Floor 

1142) FAX Number: (202)223-9095 
- 
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44) The Assignee is a@): Corporation 

45) FCC Registration Number (FRN): 0005823844 

47) Entity Name (if other lhan individual): Cingular Wireless CorpoaUon 

48) Name of Real Party in Interest: 
50) Attention To: Kellye E. Abernathy 

51) P.O. Box: 

53) City: Dallas 

56) Telephone Number: (972)733-2092 I 57) FAX Number: (972)733-8141 - 
58) E-Mail Address: 

46) First Name (if individual): I r l l L a s t  Name: IIsmx: 

1149) TIN: 

llAndlOr1-52) Street Address: 17330 Preston Road. Suite iOOA 

I 54) State: TX 1155) Zip Code: 75252 

. 

Transferor information (for transfers of control only) 
7egislration Number (FRN): 0004122032 I 

l l h n l . l l L a s t  Name: 

61) P.O. Box: l r l 6 2 )  

63) City: Atlanta I 
€6) Telephone Number: (404)236-5543 I 

', r.". DUA. I 

street Address: 5565 Glenridge Connector, Suite 1700 

64) state: GA 

67) FAX Number: (404)236-5575 

1165) Zip Code: 30342 ' 

Alien Ownershio Questions 
169) Is the Assqnee or Transteree a foreogn government or the representative 01 any foreign government? I@\ 

M 70) Is the Assqnee or Transferee an alien or lhe represenlalive of an a l m ?  

71) Is Ihe Asslgnee or Transferee a mrporabon organked under me laws 01 any toreign government? 

72) 1s the Assignee or Transferee a wrporabon of which more than one RRh of the capital stack IS owned of record or voted by aliens or 
their represenlabves or by a foreign government or representative thereof or by any corporaboo organked under the laws 01 a foreign 
country? 

73) 1s the Assignee or Transferee doredly or indirectly controlled by any other mrparabon of which more lhan one-fwth of lhe capital 
stwk IS owned of record or voted by aliens lheir repreSenlatlYeS or by a foreign government or represedatlve lhereof or by any 
wrporabon organized under the laws of a toreqn country? If 'Yes'. atlach exhiblt explaining nature and eXtenl of alten or foreign 

Basic Qualification Questions 
I in1 
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74) Has the Assignee or Transferee or any party lo tlios appl#callon had any FCC sta18on aulhor~~abon. Incense or conslruct~on permil 
revoked or had any application for an inlbal. modlficat#on or renewal 01 FCC station authorizabon. license. construd,on perm11 denied 
by the Commission? If Yes'. attach exhibit explaining uicumslances 

75) Has the Assignee of Transferee or any party lo this appllcatlon. 01 any panty directly of indirectly conbolllng the Assignee or 
Transferee. or any party lo this applicatlon ever been convicted of a felony by any state or federal cou1t7 If 'Yes'. attach exhibit 
.rn,.ininn Fir,-,lm=#on-C - ~ ~ . "  ..... .J I. -. ..",~, ,-=. 
76) Has any court finally adjudged the Assignee or Transferee. or any party directly or indiredly controlling the Assignee or Transferee 
guilty of uniawfully monopoliring or attempting unlawfulty to monopolize radio communication. directly or indiredly. through control of 
manufacture or sale of radio apparatus. exclusive traffic arrangement. or any other means or unfair methods of competition? If 'Yes'. 
attach exhibit explaining circumstances. 

77) Is the Assignee or Transferee. or any party directly or indirediy controlling the Assignee or Transferee currently a party in any 
pending matter referred to in the preceding two items? If 'Yes', attach exhibit explaining circumstances. 

78) Race, Ethnicily, Gender of Assigneemransferee (Optional) 

Islander: 

Female: Male: 

Assignormransferor Certification Statements 
1) The Assignor orTransferor certifies either (1) that the authorization will no1 be assigned or mat control of the l i e n s  wilt not be 
transferred until the consent of the Federal Communications Commission has been given, or (2) that prior Commission consent is not 
required because the transadion is subject to streamlined notification procedures for pro forma assignments and transfers by 
teiecommunicafions carriers. See Memorandum 0p;n;ort and Order, 13 FCC Rcd. 6293(1998). 

2) The Assignor or Transferor certifies that all Statements made In this application and in the exhibits. attachments, or in documents 
incorporated by reference are material. are Part of this application. and are true, complete. correct. and made in good faith. 

79) Typed or Printed Name of Party Authorized to Sign 

First Name: Douglas 11-1Last Name: Brandon Ilsuffix: 
80) TiUe: Vlce President 

Signature: Douglas I Brandon 1181) Date: 03H8M4 

Assianeenransferee Certification Statements ~ ~~ ~~ ~ ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ - 
1) The Assignee or Transferee cenlfies eilher (1) lhat the authorizahon will not be assigned of that control of the Incense w~l l  not be 
bansfened until Ihe consent of the Federal Communications Commlsslon has been w e n .  or 12) inat onor Cnmmorzion m n w d  i+ no1 1 

II I ~ , ~~ ~~, 
llrequlred because the transadion is subled to streamlined notification Drocedurisfor Dm forma assionments and transfers bv - ~ ~~~~~~~~~ 

Ilelecommunications camers See Memorandum Opinion endorder, 13 FCC Rcd 6293 (1998) 

121  he Assignee or Transferee waives any dam IO the use 01 any oartim~ar freouencv or of Ihe cicr~mmanwiir m w ~ m  2% aminst the , . ~  ~~~ ~ ~~1~~ ~, .~ .................l____ I_ ___._...___L1_...__ I._ 
h u l a t o w  dbwer of the United States be&use of the D ~ ~ V ~ O U S  use of the same. whelher bv license or otherwise. and m01mp.1~ an - 11 , ~~ ~~~ ~~~ ~~ 

laithorizbtmn m acmrctance with this application. ' I 
3) The Assignee or Transferee cemes that grant of this application wwld not cause the Asslgnee or Transferee lo be in violation of any 
pertlnent aoss-ownershb. altnbution. or soemurn C ~ D  rule: 
'If the applicant has sought a waiver of any such Nlein wnnedion with this application, It may make this certification subject to the wtcome 
ofthe waiver request. 

4) The Assignee or Transferee agrees to assume all obligations and abide by all conditions imposed on the Assignor or Transferor under the 
subjed authorization(s). unless the Federal COmmUnkatiOnS Commission pursuant to a request made herein othemise allows, except for 
liability for any act done by, or any right amred by. or any suit or pro&ding had or commenced against the Assignor or Transferor prior to 
+hie aeelnnment ".."""-.I ....._..I. 

5) The Assignee or Transferee certifies that all statements made in lhis application and in the exhibits, attachments, or in documents 
inmrporated by reference are material, are part of this application. and are true, mplete,  cnrrect. and made in good lam. 

6) The Assignee or Transferee ceruRes that neither it nor any other party to the application is subjed to a denial of Federal benefits pursuant 
to Section 5301 of the Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1998.21 U.S.C § 862. because of a mv id ion  for possession or distribution of a mntmlled 
substame. See Sectlon 1.2002(b) of the rules, 47 CFR 5 1.2002(b). forthe definitlon of .party lo the application' as used in this certification. 

7)  The applicant certifies that it either (1) has an updated Form 602 on file with the Commission, (2) is filing an updated Form 602 
simultaneously with this application, or (3) is not required to file Form 602 under the Commission's rules. 

82) Typed or Printed Name of Party Authorized to Sign 

83) Tile VP-Asst Gem Counsel 8 Corp. Secretaty 

Signature Carol L Tacker 

First Name Carol IIMI L Illas1 Name Tacker JISUlfm 

1184) Date 03118104 
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WLLFUL FALSE STATEMENTS MADE ON THIS FORM OR ANY ATTACHMENTS ARE PUNISHABLE BY FINE ANDlOR 
IMPRISONMENT (US. Code. T W  18. Sectlon 1001) ANDlOR REVOCATION OF ANY STATION LICENSE OR CONSTRUCTION 
PERMIT (U.S. Code. Tifie 47, SecUon 312(a)(l)). ANDlOR FORFEITURE (U.S. Code. Tme 47. Sectlon 603). 
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FCC Form 603 3060 - 0800 
See mstrudions for publlc 

Schedule for Assignments of Authorization 

Refer lo applicable aucbon rules for melhod lo determine required gross revenues and lolal assets information 
[Year 1 Grass Revenues (wnenl) I( Year 2 Gross Revenues I( Year 3 Gross Revcnues 11 Total AssetS 

is lhe Assignee claiming the same category or a smaller categwy of eliglblliiy for installment payments as me Assignor (as 
determined by the applicable rules governing the Boenses Issued to the Assignor)? 

If Yes'. is me Assignee applying for Installment paymenls? I 
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3) Certification Statements 
For Assignees Claiming Eliibliity as an Entrepreneur Under the General Rule 

IAssignee cellifles that they are eligible to obtain the licenses for which they apply. 

ForAsslgnees Claiming Ellglbillty as a Publicly Traded Corporation 

Assignee certifies that they are eligible to obtain the licenses for which they apply and that they comply with the definition of a Publidy 
Traded Corporation. as set out in the applicable FCC rules. 

For Assignees Claiming Eligibility Uslng a Control Group Structure 

IAssignee certifies that the applicant's sole control group member is a preexisting entity, if applicable. 

For Assignees Clalmlng Eligibility as a Very Small Business, Very Small Business Consoltlum, Small Business, or as a Small 

Bufiness Consoltlum 

)Assignee certifies mat the applicants sole control group member is a preexisting entity. if applicable. 

Transfers of Control 

Attachment List 

Description Contents 

Professor Richard Gilbert 

I 

Marc Lefx  
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Attachment 6: 
Greg Slemons Of 11 01791 71.47.1288945.876820632,pdf I 

01 79171 561 288945876820632.pdf Attachment 8: Spectrum 
Aggregation Chart 
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DESCRIPTION OF TRANSACTION, 
PUBLIC INTEREST STATEMENT, AND WAIVER REQUEST 

This application seeks approval by the Federal Communications Commission (“FCC” or 
the “Commission”) for the transfer of control of AT&T Wireless Services, Inc. (“AWS”) and its 
subsidiaries, along with its interests in affiliates and other entities in which AWS holds 
substantial interests, to Cingular Wireless Corporation (“Cingular”). The combination of 
Cingular and AWS will significantly improve the quality of existing voice services and allow the 
deployment of advanced services much more expeditiously than would be possible on a stand- 
alone basis. 

SUMMARY 

The public interest benefits of the transaction are straightforward and compelling. The 
combined company will he able to deliver the following benefits faster and more broadly than 
either company could on a stand alone basis: . Significantly improve the quality of existing voice and basic data services; 

Acquire the spectrum necessary to deploy advanced, third generation . 
(“3G”) services on a national scale and without customer disruption; 

Create more value for consumers and a more viable nationwide competitor 
by substantially expanding the coverage of each of the companies; 

Achieve economies of scope and scale that will enhance the ability of the 
combined company to compete more effectively in the nationwide mobile 
telephony market; and 

0 Improve homeland security by strengthening the resiliency and 
survivability of Cingular’s network. 

Since the inception of cellular service in the early 1980s, the domestic market for mobile 
voice services has experienced a constant and dramatic evolution. The industry began on a 
purely local market basis characterized by high equipment prices, small local calling scopes 
(rarely exceeding a metropolitan area), high local per minute rates, separate long distance 
charges for calls terminated outside the small “home” calling areas, and prohibitive roaming 
rates often exceeding $2.00 per minute.’ 

The mobile telephony market initially consisted of two cellular carriers operating within 
distinct areas - either Metropolitan Statistical Areas (“MSAs”) or Rural Service Areas (“RSAs”). 
It was not unusual for adjacent markets to be served by completely different licensees. 

0 

0 

_ _ ~  

Consumers often had problems while roaming. If their home carrier dld not have an 
automatic roaming agreement with one of the carriers serving the area, the caller had to establish 
an independent contractual relationship - manual roaming - with one of the carriers. Moreover, 
although customers could place calls while roaming outside of their home market, they were 
unable to receive calls. 

I 
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Moreover, because the MSAs and RSAs often were operated independently, the coverage of the 
individual systems frequently did not abut, causing substantial gaps in coverage. 

Cellular service during this early period was provided almost exclusively to bulky units 
permanently installed in cars. Although “handheld” units became available shortly thereafter, 
they were very large and bulky. These units were “affectionately” referred to as “bricks” and 
had a very short battery life. 

Today’s wireless telephony market stands in stark contrast to the early days of the 
industry. Handsets today are so small that they can fit in a person’s pocket and often weigh less 
than 3 ounces. Advances in technology also have improved battery life significantly; many 
phones now have batteries that last ten days or more. 

As advances in technology permitted greater mobility, consumers began demanding 
anytime, anywhere communication. They quickly became dissatisfied with costly roaming 
charges and confusion surrounding small “home” calling areas. Carriers thus began 
consolidating calling areas into larger home areas and roaming charges were greatly reduced. 
Calling areas now encompass the entire nation and, in most cases, the smallest calling area is 
statewide. 

In addition, as local calling scopes expanded, the concept of long distance calling became 
less and less prevalent. First, as the calling scope expanded, by definition certain calls that 
before had originated in a home area and terminated outside that area, and therefore were subject 
to long distance charges on top of the per minute rate, now terminated within the local home area 
and no separate long distance charges were assessed. The long distance call was now local. 
Second, as indicated above and described in Section 1II.C. below, calling areas now encompass 
the entire nation and regional calling areas typically cover multiple states. With many of these 
national rate plans, customers do not incur separate long distance or roaming charges for calls to 
or from anywhere in the nation. 

Instead, as the 
Commission recognized in its Eighth Annual CMRS Competition Report, there are six national or 
near-national networks providing numerous voice and data services in an intensely competitive 
national market along with numerous other regional and niche competitors. Rate plans consist of 
low monthly rates that include hundreds, and often thousands, of minutes that can be used 
without additional charges. Additional minutes are available for a fraction of the price charged 
in the 1980s and 1990s. 

One of the essential characteristics of a national rate plan is that it is offered at a single 
price for a given package. Carriers price their national plans uniformly across the nation. That 
is, a Cingular customer buying a 600-minute national plan will pay the same price whether she is 
located in Washington, D.C., San Francisco or a rural community. The same is true for virtually 
every competitor. Where products are offered nationwide at a uniform price, the market is 
necessarily national. 

Just as customer demands triggered an evolution of handsets from bricks to 3 ounce 
phones and home calling areas from small areas to the entire nation, customers have spurred 
carriers to expand beyond voice services. Wireless phones are no longer used just for talking. 
Basic data services - such as short messaging services and slow, non-graphic intensive Internet 

Wireless networks are no longer a patchwork of disjointed systems. 
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access -have been available for a few years and demand for faster, more complex applications is 
skyrocketing. 

This data evolution, coupled with the voracious increase in the number of voice minutes, 
has had a profound impact on wireless networks. Usage, whether measured by voice minutes of 
use (“MOUs”) or data bits, has reached previously unforeseen levels. Capital expenditures by all 
wireless carriers have exceeded $100 billion in an attempt to keep pace with demand. Cingular 
and AWS are particularly challenged due to technical limitations and the cellular analog 
capability requirement. Both companies provide service utilizing three distinct networks using 
three distinct technologies. Where the companies offer cellular service, they are required to 
operate an analog network. To meet consumer demands, however, the companies also offer 
digital service. TDMA was deployed initially, but ultimately GSM technology was required to 
allow the companies to transition to a third generation (“3G) technology capable of meeting 
customer demands for high speed data. Thus, Cingular and AWS operate three networks in 
many areas: analog, TDMA, and GSM. 

Although GSM bridges the gap between TDMA and 3G, the companies must deploy a 
3G technology to offer new advanced, high-speed data services demanded by consumers - the 
same types of services that are currently available in Europe, Japan, and Korea. These new 
offerings will require the creation of yet a fourth network ~ UMTS - utilizing W-CDMA 
technology. Neither company has the spectrum necessary, however, to deploy a fourth network 
widely. By combining, the new company will have sufficient spectrum, scale, and scope to 
deploy the necessary fourth technology capable of supplying high-speed data services. The 
merger thus will allow the combined company to roll-out 3G services faster and more broadly 
than either company could alone. Moreover, by combining spectrum and network assets, the 
new company can offer higher quality service and achieve dramatic efficiencies not othenvise 
available to Cingular or AWS individually. These efficiencies will allow the company to offer 
service with better voice and data quality, fewer dropped calls, and lower blocking rates. 

In addition to these pro-consumer benefits, this transaction will produce a number of 
homeland security and public safety benefits. It will improve homeland security by facilitating a 
faster, more widespread deployment of Wireless Priority Service (“WPS”). Instead of deploying 
a WPS solution on two networks, both with coverage gaps, WPS can be rolled out on a single 
network with greater coverage and capacity. The additional capacity will play a critical role in 
emergency situations when wireless networks experience extreme congestion. In areas where 
both companies hold licenses, additional capacity will be available to increase the ability for 
NS/EP personnel to complete a call. Similarly, the additional capacity will decrease the potential 
for calls initiated by the general public to be blocked during an emergency. 

Because the merger involves the combination of existing networks, the likelihood for 
diversified routing, greater redundancy and increased reliability in both the signaling and data 
networks will increase dramatically. This will improve the ability of Cingular’s wireless 
network to function if certain assets are destroyed or damaged in an emergency. Approval of the 
transfer applications also will benefit public safety because the additional spectrum available to 
the combined company will allow it added flexibility in responding to interference issues. 

These consumer benefits cannot be realized quickly by acquiring spectrum in a piecemeal 
fashion. In this fast-moving, ultra-competitive industry, time is of the essence in responding to 
consumer demands. Without network assets and infrastructure to put spectrum to immediate use, 
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improvements in coverage, capacity, and quality will he delayed substantially. Thus, Cingular 
must acquire both spectrum and infrastructure. In heavily populated urban areas with high 
demand, for example, it is becoming increasingly difficult to improve quality by splitting 
existing cells. To split cells, a company must find a tower location with the right coverage and 
then address zoning, environmental, and political issues concerning the tower. This is both time- 
consuming and costly. 

Importantly, all of the aforementioned benefits will he achieved through the merger 
without any adverse impact on competition. The intense, fierce, and ultra-competitive state of 
the industry’ will remain unchanged. If anything, the merger will spur Cingular and its many 
competitors to differentiate themselves in terms of service quality, new products, prices, 
coverage, and other characteristics. 

In order to demonstrate that the proposed merger will have substantial public interest 
benefits, Cingular has included four declarations.) Professor Richard Gilbert of the University of 
California, former Deputy Assistant Attorney General for Economics in the Antitrust Division of 
the U.S., analyzes the relevant geographic and product markets and evaluates the national scope 
of the wireless market. William Hogg, Cingular’s Vice President, Network Strategic Planning, 
and Dr. Mark Austin, a Cingular radio technology and communications manager, analyze 
spectrum, capacity, and technical efficiency issues. Mark P. Lefar, Cingular’s Chief Marketing 
Officer, describes the impact of the transaction from a consumer marketing perspective. Stephen 
A. McGaw, Cingular’s Senior Vice President of Corporate Development, describes the pro- 
consumer and pro-competitive synergies that will result from the transaction. 

In further support of the aforementioned public interest benefits, AWS has provided 
declarations from G. Michael Sievert, Chief Marketing Officer and Executive Vice President of 
AWS and Greg Slemons, Executive Vice President of Wireless Network Services of AWS.4 
These declarations describe the technical and marketing benefits associated with the merger and 
how a combination of the two companies will benefit consumers. 

Also included herein is a request for waiver of the cellular cross-ownership rule.’ 
Approval of the transaction would result in Cingular controlling or holding attributable interests 

See Implementation of Section 6002(b) of the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 
1993, Annual Report and Analysis of Competitive Market Conditions with Respect to 
Commercial Mobile Services, Eighth Report, 18 F.C.C.R. 14783, 14826 (2003) (“Eighth Annual 
CMRS Competition Report”). 

See Declaration of Professor Richard Gilbert (“Gilbert Declaration”) (Attachment 1); 
Declaration of William Hogg, Vice President, Network Strategic Planning, Cingular, and Dr. 
Mark Austin, radio technology and communications manager, Cingular (“Hogg/Austin 
Declaration”) (Attachment 2); Declaration of Steve McGaw, Senior Vice President of Corporate 
Development, Cingular (“McGaw Declaration”) (Attachment 3); and Declaration of Mark P. 
Lefar, Chief Marketing Officer of Cingular (“Lefar Declaration”) (Attachment 4). 

See Declaration of G. Michael Sievert, Chief Marketing Officer and Executive Vice 
President of AWS (“Sievert Declaration”) (Attachment 5); Declaration of Greg Slemons, 
Executive Vice President of Wireless Network Services of AWS (“Slemons Declaration”) 
(Attachment 6). 
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in both cellular licenses in portions of 11 RSAs. Grant of the waiver would not adversely affect 
competition because multiple competitors will remain in each area after the transaction is 
consummated. Moreover, a waiver grant would allow the combined company to substantially 
improve service to these rural areas. Thus, the public interest would be served. 

1. BACKGROUND 

A. Description of the Parties 

1. Cingular 

Cingular is eminently qualified to control the instant licenses. The company was formed 
in 2000 to provide consumers with another option for nationwide wireless service. Through 
various subsidiaries and affiliates, Cingular constructs, operates and holds interests in numerous 
wireless telecommunications systems throughout much of the United States. The company is led 
by a management team with decades of collective experience in the telecommunications 
industry. An FCC Form 602 providing the ownership information for Cingular as it would 
appear upon consummation is on file with the Commission. 

The Commission recently reviewed the qualifications of Cingular’s wholly-owned 
subsidiary, Cingular Wireless LLC, and determined that the company has all the requisite 
character and other qualifications to hold FCC licenses.6 The Commission specifically 
recognized that “Cingular has the requisite character qualifications to acquire the Designated 
Licenses” and it “has found Cingular to be qualified to acquire licenses numerous times. . . .”7 

Cingular is legally, technically, and financially qualified with regard to the instant transfer of 
control applications. 

2. AWS 
AWS is equally qualified. AWS, through various subsidiaries and affiliates, constructs, 

operates and holds interests in numerous wireless telecommunications systems throughout much 
of the United States and in foreign countries. An FCC Form 602 providing current ownership 
information for AWS is currently on file with the Commission. The Wireless 
Telecommunications Bureau has observed that the qualifications of AWS to hold licenses have 
been “regularly reviewed and approved.”* 

See Applications for Consent to the Assignment of Licenses Pursuant to Section 310(d) of 
the Communications Act from Next Wave Personal Communications, Inc., Debtor-in-Possession, 
and Next Wave Power Partners, Inc.. Debtor-in-Possession, to Subsidiaries of Cingular Wireless 
LLC, WT Docket No. 03-217, Memorandum Opinion and Order, FCC 04-26, at 7 28 (rel. Feb. 
12,2004) (“Cingular/NextWave”). 

Id, (citing numerous instances where Cingular has been found qualified to acquire 
licenses). 

See American Cellular Corporation and Joint Venture Between Dobson Communications 
Corporation and AT&T Wireless Services, Inc., Seek FCC Consent to Transfer Control of 
Wireless Licenses; Pleading Cycle Established, Public Notice, 14 F.C.C.R. 19356, 19356 (WTB 
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